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Reply under 37 C.F.R. §1.143 

Sir: 

This is a request for reconsideration of the restriction requirement mailed August 
11,2009. 

In compliance with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 1 .143, applicants provisionally 
elect Group I with traverse. Group I, as indicated in the Office action, includes claims 1 - 
17, drawn to a feeder device for bars. Applicants also elect the species depicted in 
Figures 1-5, and 9-10. The only claim that is specifically directed to the embodiment 
of Figures 6 and 7 is claim 17, which refers to the movable support (118). The other 
claims 1 to 16 can all be read on both the embodiments disclosed in the application. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the requirement for restriction. The wrong law 
has been applied. The present application is a national stage entry of PCT/IB04/00894, 
which was filed on March 25, 2004. Thus, the appropriate legal standard regarding 
restriction is whether the international application relates to one invention only or to a 
group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. (See PCT 
RULE 13.1). 

Where a group of inventions is claimed in one and the same international 
application, the requirement of unity of invention is fulfilled when there is a technical 
relationship among those inventions involving one or more of the same or corresponding 
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special technical features. The expression "special technical features" means those 
technical features that define a contribution which each of the claimed inventions, 
considered as a whole, makes over the prior art. (See PCT RULE 13.2). 

Applicants respectfully submit the present invention properly relates to a single 
general inventive concept. Device independent claim 1 and method independent claim 
18 are both directed to a system to feed metal bars, i.e. to pick up a bar at a time from a 
bundle and to position it on a desired position in an operating machine, by using two 
magnetic means. The combination of these technical features defines a contribution 
which each of the claimed inventions, considered as a whole, makes over the prior art. 
Each embodiment of the claimed invention requires this combination, thus the 
requirement of unity of invention referred to in Rule 13.1 is fulfilled. 

Favorable reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction requirement is 
respectfully requested. In order to facilitate the resolution of any issues or questions 
presented by this paper, the Examiner is welcome to contact the undersigned by phone to 
further the discussion. 

Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including any shortage in Extension of Time fees, to Deposit Account 14.1437. Please 
credit any excess fees to such account. 



Novak Druce + Quigg, LLP 
1300 Eye St. N.W. 
Suite 1000 West 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

Phone: (202) 659-0100 
Fax: (202) 659-0105 



Respectfully submitted, 
Novak Druce + Quigg, LLP 

By: /anthony p venturing/ 

Anthony P. Venturino 
Registration No. 31,674 
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